Journal of Low Carbon Economy {KERZ 5T, 2023, 12(2), 58-65 Hans )0
Published Online May 2023 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/jlce
https://doi.org/10.12677/jlce.2023.122008

BRILREESHERRMER

&S
MG REG SHEEERE, o B

ks HiA: 20234F3H14H; FHBEM: 20234F4H13H; KA HM: 20234F5431H

B

RILRIBIEN BB LV BIE RS Z —, W THARMXKESNEFXRBAFEREL, ARA
HASIMENE, ARABELRL=FMIMER, HEES0MEIREER, 2768 ABPEETH A2
-TPOSISTHEHS, BNLARBUMNL R, —RATHRLAE L= EESIMERRES/IR
&, T BERAMEREB B —RAFRERONERKR, EARE—-HEERRHER, HETHE
HATATHERR B

XA

BRILHI, Z2A VR, TOTSISEE

Study on Measurement of Ecological
Compensation Efficiency in the
Pearl River Basin

Sinian Chen

School of Statistics and Mathematics, Yunnan University of Finance and Economics, Kunming Yunnan

Received: Mar. 14™, 2023; accepted: Apr. 13", 2023; published: May 31%, 2023

Abstract

Pearl river basin as one of the most active economic basin in China, for its ecological and economic
development is of great significance, to explore the ecological compensation efficiency, this ex-
plore through the establishment of three-level index system, contains 50 index variables, using
the entropy weight method to calculate score and entropy Right-TPOSIS ranking, through the cor-
responding conclusion, one is located in the pearl river basin upstream Yunnan ecological com-
pensation efficiency comprehensive score is low, and the Guangxi compensation efficiency score is
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higher. Second, the weight of economic efficiency is large, but it is not the only main influencing
factor, and feasibility suggestions are put forward based on this.
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BRIULFUIEAE 3 E L5t Rl BRI —, % T Hdgith X A S AN 28 5 R R BT B SL BR
TLII R R AL A L2 (N8 A S . R TR T R B R V), Bl DOk — M EON
FEREI R IR, JF H BRI A B2 /K B AN R BRI, B0R 8 B I A A A M AL B0 0% BRI
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2. XHEkgid

X T RIBK BRI AR S AMERE 7T, MR KA EE 7 1T, Hoekstra (2003) [1]H it 387K B W s 77
(7K G UR AN A A K ,  388 I8 P /KR 28 ) 7 VR T B DX S A A A ME AU . Pagiola 25(2005) [2]IA v AT
DU AR SRS BEAT AR, X B ARSI EAT @ A, TSI b R ARSI, DA AT AR M
[ AN 2 el mi L], R g7 A . b Jorgense £5(2001) [3]#43dE 1 280 H S5 R UL
Hil, I B A TR0 A K TG e i) AT T . Sarker 25(2008) [4]i# it X} Brisbane JA i 3 xt i 135 117
I HE K AR BRSO BEAT 04T, RO BURE R T T BRI S, ] DU T 2 K i K &
[ s 488 7K 5 Y R 5 4238 . Sanchez 25(2012). Hecken £5(2012) [5]3% H 44 E TEA 243 5% Andean
JiAgA Matiguas T3 ) =4 b DR SCA R REAT A, 45 I AR IR e, RIS N IR 228
BT AR AME . B IR BB IR R, 5 53 B 12 F B AR A (M4, Sheng #1 Michael [6]32
ST AT AR, RLRAIE B T IR oA R 1 B KA T AR 2RI AR 25 S e A AL R AT AL
H.. Mollie George (2019) [71 RS 5T T Wifal il g “OKBRIRMTIHAMEBR” «  “H ORI 28 EARZBEAME
HUR” A PSR A KA BAMEBUR” , FRA MBI S G AME LI T I M RBURF M, ST
IKAESHMEBUR, 5 R F 08 5 X stk ) 26 40 5 3 1 R 24

PP, BHEE(2019) [8]%8 NLAKILA U Asl, A &E TR G508, KEE, K
KA, RIRDTHIL A G K SR A A MR s ma R 2 . R [9]55 AV IX S48 i 3l 5 7K B AR
ATEBNIIHNT G R RS S K BE IR A= A 4 M2 IR0 . 243 [ 10132 | DEA-Malmaquist 18305317 771,
Xof F AT 57 7K LR A A M R T 45 DT kA T 9 T DA SRl 4 BE R AR P o i e R S5 N
[11] 2 5E 5 Hh AR A A M AR AE LI T 7KL 7 e R o KRR T ) FH 7K B 7K B AT AR S A MEE AR A AR B T
B N [12) LABRVE bR v, RIFEAIK, B8R T AR E R i A A A MR 5T
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3. BLRhHEE
3.1. #ERREZ
AL A SR BN
RBE xij, 2B T AMEAEE | ANREROLIEE, B e 5 j MEFRIRE,
%:ﬁ%gmmm (1)
fis =% anxu @

b, 58§ MERR TS | DMEARRIRHEELE ) 958 | MREART S | DUSARRIAIEE: Xy
N § TR AR B a2 A
W3 AN PET FERREORERL, R AR RN -

. 1—ej

”‘Zn:ej ©)

AICE BN BIMETRARA R IR %, TEME B A R, 4 — R A bn i BN BR A
BAMELEEROR s ZRARMARIE TR R R EEN, FZ A0, AR &3, BUA. SGa Mt
B, HAYERMEEYE: =R MR N — e SEN R R, BARE 1 EHSSERE
[, X3 F1 X5 MALER K, S EZ0, X19 PAERK, REMEZM, X26. X34, X36 Al X38
FIRERR, SCLJZTENZ X42. X43. X45 Fl X46 BEEKK, HGHBUE SR ZH N X47. X48 (]
WERBK.

Table 1. Index system
= 1. feRRIR R

— % iahs T =y =%dEhs WE
X1 sl & N) 0.0120
X2 Ji RH 2 i Fa 5 (%) 0.0130
X3 H RIKE B IR L] (%) 0.0328
X4 NI RK & (LT KI4E) 0.0180
— X5 £E 3 FH K H 451 (%) 0.0338
AMELE dowss X6 BRI LI (%) 0.0120
wRE X7 A5 %R R TR (-2 1) 0.0094
X8 Wi fE R A AT SRR (7T) 0.0164

X9 LA R A4 (5T) 0.0122

X10 S RIS AR TS IR BRI AN Z(TT ) 0.0109
X11 A2 AR AN S H A (%) 0.0104
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X12 A7 SE I K2 (%) 0.0110
X13 i GDP FE/K & (b #EME/ 5 7T) 0.0119
X14 FRARACHE I NE 3 K 2.(%) 0.0120
X15 Z ==l = A K 2 () 0.0090
LR X16 Mol =B 38 K 2 (T) 0.0164
X17 BTN EL171 (%) 0.0047
X18 gV 7K B8l (%) 0.0100
X19 Tl 7K EL 5l (%) 0.0244
X20 i GDP REFE(S 7K/ I oT) 0.0147
X21 B E (L7 T7K) 0.0108
X22 LM /K HE TR (7 ) 0.0067
X23 LAVE K HEBOE R % (%) 0.0137
X24 TkjE 7K F XOD HEji & () 0.0490
X25 Tl K A e S HE s () 0.0020
X26 T4 g 4 26 R & (7 ) 0.0162
X2 Z R gra P A A E (3 7o) 0.0186
X28 LA iR BUK LR AR (CE 7 A 1) 0.0142
I X29 & F A B it () 0.0184
X30 & 2448 H & () 0.0179
;ﬁigi X31 A FE UL AR A IR 5E F 7K LR 1l (%) 0.0138
LR X32 HrMIE 5 % (%) 0.0148
X33 Holl i i AR EL 451 (%) 0.0166
X34 BT AR () EAR (A 1) 0.0309
X35 JEARTFA(A ) 0.0243
X36 I LRI S LA (%) 0.0341
X37 fpAK G55 3t A (%) 0.0252
X38 A B K Bt 448 FH (5 7T) 0.0343
X39 X PR 5T AL IR I8R5 (%) 0.0222
X40 HIHLAE 75 2 (%) 0.0221
XA1 f& B R AP FR BT R D1 R R (%) 0.0224
‘ X42 J& RATIRFREAT A K75 BE (%) 0.0341

PR ES o
X43 %o P85 B AR (%) 0.0745
XA44 28 3 H A (%) 0.0197
X45 ACHE S5 H (%) 0.0344
X46 BRAHAR S ELA] (%) 0.0313
XA7 J& BEXT EHTAE TR A2 1% (%) 0.0309
. X48 KEZ 5 R (%) 0.0323
R X49 il 78 LK BE IR AR A AMEAE SR A 2 U (%) 0.0073
X50 3K 7 IR AR S AMEFH OGS B BUR I & A0 (%) 0.0121
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TOPSIS VE/217E 1981 4E4EHH, I B KEE#E I . BN 538 b5 N5 5 2l T TOPSIS
L NIERL-TOPSIS V2.

HAEZIPBR. (W —ERfRET N 4)

Stepl: SEHEMERMEMLALTE, BEARAR WA (4):

X; —min x;

Vi = max X; —min x; )

Xij TN T ANHBIX S § MR RRES

Step2: AL R IR bR E -

EAR T, @il R WA S BAURED, BT E e, R REAHEUS MEsr it KR
IKFLEE185, Z g TOPSIS LT e &b it

Step3: 413 R A0 I -

FIH 8 B3 B 2 MRS, 13 B PRARE V,

Wiy o WoYi
V_(VJ)mxn_|: P } ©)

leml o Wn ymn
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Step4: i€ IE 7 FRAR SR -

ARAE AL I8 IR RVE AL RELR 4 H PP L DX AR & T AR o R d o K /ML, 78 SUROKMEV IE PR AR VT, i
MER IRV .

Vo= (Vg v ) = {maxy | =1,2,...,n) (6)
Vo=V, ) = {maxy [ j=1.2,...n) @
Step5: L&A HIIX 5 R AR R /NRIFE AR BB S BUR AR A 2 [ P R S
4= [2(w-vi) @
=
4= 2w -vi) ©
=
Step6: THEAE N HLIX A AR ISR G PEANMA
o -
Ci_d.*+d"0SCiS1(l_1’2 ..... n) (10)

M CKU, 2 AN HLX L B2 R R KT
4. SCUEER D
4.1. FEMHB

i R G F ST TG 2] 2010~2019 4R AR IR B S ERBUKRIRESHMELEE
BB 1R, SoMBRRAED ARG, JIRE R, | RS R ok s —%. |77
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TN DA i A 2 Ak TR s AL, ELE) 2017 48, HAS ) ARG, (HBEfET P X 2RI T R BT
B, TEJG R AR (AR K AT BE HE [R5 A A . 2= B AR A b 2% BIHE T R aE i T PR & s,
TS MU REFSE T BRI R R T FRar#as . £ 2010 48, JIIED 12 £4, HEMNANEEAE 8
KA, MR 10 A4 TP R E 4 4y, RN S mE 4 A A E 2015 4, TN
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Figure 1. Composite score plot
1. ZEE7E

4.2. TOPSIS HE&

U 2 s, B, RSO DONHRA IO R T i BAS R X 2 8] (R R e 3 22 5 il #E 2010
&, TSRS T4, (AR TR LER IR AR R, MEZT, SN AN R HE 12 L
Tt BAAE 2019 SBT3 4. [, JUARM A HAAAXEE, (H RAAEVFZE 0 I HR AR
B, S X AR KT IR 7 Bt b e v o IR AL UL AN R M X AR K BRI AR A AN R A AE
BEMESR.

Hk, ASCATBANAG Sy (AL FR R — SRR PE A& S o Bildn, SN PR AEIL A R A5 7> BT
B, JEHAESIINAE 2011 4R 2 2019 4R A ) A e L W R PR . S AT fE S Ik LK et [X A 20 5F AL 22 5
SURIED , NARRIIKREUE T RS BA . SRR, RN S BRI A AR g, (HAE—Lk
IR BT A HE RIS AR o I LU RS FI M IX AR AN R USRI 4500, ASSCT USE 4 1 i eI i 59,
DA 1] 5 S0 A RO BOR AN T RIS 1k % X 1) K e

B T HER RS AR 2 A, 2 2 38 T LA TR0 — S R RE AR R R G S Aa 3 . B4, 1 2010 4,
JTUEERMG T4, (AR ORI LR AL TR . X W] BE T B 12 X A L e AU R e A7 AE A Bl 32
B 7 HARPRIZR . SR, FE 2018 FEA 2019 SEMIE], TUVERIHEA SR BT+ 44, X ATRE SOk %
DRI T — S R i, HESD T TE A i . JE R AN R DXCAE AN R IR) B (4520 A2 ALt
ATRNKI AT, ARSCRT DA R OGN 2 B 0, T RSB X R R e RE A a3

wJa, 4 2 AT MEA—AS25 TARME & X Z (AR 5E A E . i 1 A X )15 70 H

DOI: 10.12677/jlce.2023.122008 63 {RBRE T


https://doi.org/10.12677/jlce.2023.122008

AU SRAG L, ANFEMIX AT CURBLE L5 %, AT SE A i) 8 R Rt R . [, ] DA 3
HoAt b X A I 2B AMERE,  CMESRAG 2 1R 7m AR

Table 2. The TOPSIS ranking table
= 2. TOPSIS Hi & %

4P Hi X B4 4P Hi X B4
2010 GX 1 2010 Gz 21
2019 GX 2 2012 GZ 22
2011 GX 3 2014 Gz 23
2017 GX 4 2018 GZ 24
2014 GX 5 2019 GZ 25
2016 GX 6 2013 GZ 26
2012 GX 7 2015 GZ 27
2015 GX 8 2016 GZ 28
2013 GX 9 2017 GZ 29
2018 GX 10 2010 YN 30
2013 GD 11 2011 YN 31
2012 GD 12 2012 YN 32
2014 GD 13 2013 YN 33
2011 GD 14 2014 YN 34
2018 GD 15 2015 YN 35
2010 GD 16 2016 YN 36
2016 GD 17 2017 YN 37
2017 GD 18 2018 YN 38
2019 GD 19 2019 YN 39
2011 Gz 20 2015 YN 40
5. &hip

ISR TR BRI A SAME R RGN EL, 8 @SR A RS BOE T R LR & /57, JF Hitild
JAL-TOPSIS X4 J70h. wids ST, TSR LI R 458 — R AL T BRI
EU I = AR ASAMERCR IR AR 0 BRI AR GRS B . S RATTRCRITBERCR, HA
FE e — [ 2 B[R] 3K

SRRSO FLAER, IR R R AR 1) NP A AL A e o HEIEARAT X £
MR, ORI, AR R . 2) ISR ARHE . SRR R R B AL, iR
IR T BT HOR o 3) ISR JIE o X TG A I HE IR s HE BN B AR B Al ™ AL ST, [R]
I % i b B S B sl ok BT B AR A e 4%

E&mH
= B K2R U AR BB 36 42 100 H (2022 YUFEY C068)
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